
U.S. General Accounting Office 
EPA Region 5 Records Ctr 

G A O Survey of NPL-Eligible Sites: U.S. EPA 393144 

Introduci: on Site name and location: 

The U S. fjeneral Accounting Office (GAO) 
examines ssues for the U.S. Congress. We are 
concliKtins; a review of contaminated sites tiiat are 
con^ideie; "NPL-eligible." That is, these sites are 
fiiund to l:e eligible for placement on the National 
Priorities l^ist (NPL) after a site inspection by the 
U.S. Enviionmentai Protection Agency (EPA). As 
part of ()i:ii- review, we are sending surveys to all 
EPA regions to request information on the 
individual sites located in their region. We are 
a-sessing ihe likelihood that sites will be placed on 
the NPL ;ind the activities that are occurring to 
niiti'zate contamination at these sites. 

ROCKFORD SAND & GRAVEL 
SEC 03 T43N R01E 
ROCKFORD IL 61102 

CERCLIS #: IL0000034371 GAO #: 1854-A 

I. Please fill out the following in case we need 
to contact the person completing this survey. 

Name: 

Phone: (_ 

Jeanne G r i f f i n 
312/886-3007 

This questionnaire asks about 1 of 3,000 NPL-
eligible sites nationwide (as of October 8, 1997). 
In this questionnaire, we ask for information 
contained n your site inspection records. We are 
sending a similar survey to the appropriate 
state'tenitory/tribe to gain its perspective and to 
obtain additional information that they might have. 
Therefore it is not necessary to consult with the 
state. teiTitory, or tribe since they are also 
providing site information to us. Please have the 
most appropriate EPA staff fill out the 
;:ii.;estionnaire k : the site indicated on the label. 

Your respc'nse within 21 days of receiving this 
survey wil help us avoid costly follow-ups. If the 
•ielf-addressed business-reply envelope is missing, 
please return the questionnaire to the following 
.iddress: 

U.S. General Accounting Office 
.'Vttn: Vincent Price 
441 G Street NW, Room 2T23 
Washington. DC 20548 

If ycu ha\ ; any questions, please call Vince Price 
;il (202) 5I2-6.-S29. 

Thank yon for your assistance. 

2. Please answer each question below to 
determine whether this site should be included in 
our survey. (Please circle answers.) 

a. Is site deferred to RCRA or the Yes 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission? 

b. Is site's preliminary Hazardous Yes 
Ranking System score below 
28.5? 

c. Is site now designated as "no Yes 
further remedial action planned" 
(NFRAP)? 

d. Is site now addressed as part Yes 
of an existing NPL site? 

e. Is site proposed for the NPL? Yes 

3. Did you answer "yes" for any item above? 
(Check one.) 

1. [ ] Yes~> Please stop here and return 
this survey to us. 

2. [ 'n^ No —> Please continue with survey. 

^ o y 

^ 

^ 



Please note: Becau.se we don't know whose 
int'ormation is most current, we are also 
asking the «tate/territory/tribe for answers 
io Ouestions 4-8. 13-15, 17, and 19. So, if 
you do not have the information for those 
<|uesti()ns, i tie re is no need to contact the 
state/territorv/tribe for the answers. 

Effects of site s contamination 

4 How does contamination at this site affect 
g!3iiiKl\\ aterV (Check one.) 

1. [ ] .-.ctual contamination 

[ -otential contamination 

/ 
3, [ V] 'No potential or actual contamination 

identified 

4. [ ] \'eed more information to answer 

-i. [ J '_')ther (Please explain.) 

Site conditions 

6. Are there any residents or regular employees 
within 0.5 miles of the site? (Check one.) 

/ 

1. [ i / ] Residents only 

2. [ ] Employees only 

3. [ ] Both residents and employees 

4. [ ] Neither residents nor employees 

5. [ ] Need more information to answer 

6. [ ] Other (Please explain.) 

5. How does contamination at this site affect 
dn'nkinf; wat'?r (surface water or groundwater 
sources)? (Ch'ck one.) 

1. [ ] -vctual contamination 

2. ( ] Potential contamination 

3. I ^ ] TN'O potential or actual contamination 
identified 

4. I 1 Need more information to answer 

Other (Please explain.) 
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7. Do your legion's records and/or your knowledge of the site indicate that this site's contamination contributes 
to any of th;; following? (Check one for each row.) 

[Check one fo'' each row.) 
Yes 

(1) 

No 
(2) 

Uncertain 
(3) 

Other (Please explain.) 
(4) 

Drinking i«ater 

a. Residents are advised not to use their 
u.Hls. 

1 

b Hesitleiits are advised to use filtered 
v\ liter. 

.:. Reside ts are advised to use bottled 
Aater. 

d. '̂ '̂ater supply is temporarily changed. 

c'. \ \ aicr s jppiy is permanently 
chant:ed. 

W 

U 

/ 

^ 

K 

Other uses of water 

f Li'.estO'. \ drink contaminated water. 

g. Crops are irrigated with 
contaminated water. 

h. Fish could be unsafe to eat. 

i. Fish, plarits, or animals are 
sicky'd-. ing. 

|. Recre.liion is stopped or restricted 
e.g., fishing, swimming). 

1 
k. Resident^ workers, etc., use water 
ihal fails to meet water quality standards 
le.^ . for bailing, watering vegetable 
;;arden^. or ' indscaping). 

1/ 

/ 

^ 

u-̂  

l ^ 

• 
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Pie 
inf 
asl 
to 
yo 
qv: 
si; 

Efl 

4. 

er' 

(Chech one for each row.) 
Yes 

(1) 

No 
(2) 

Uncertain 
(3) 

Other (Please e.xplain.) 
(4) 

Soil'air 

1. Residents/others should avoid 
exposure to contaminated dust or other 
particulates on some days. 

m. Residents are advised not to let 
children play/dig in their yards. 

n. Fences/barriers/signs are erected to 
keep residents or others out of 
contamir.ited areas. 

0. Obnoj.ious odors are present. 

/ 

/ 

1 / 

J ^ ^ 

, 0 ' ^ ' " ^ 

Other conditions 

p. Tresp-ssers, including children, may 
come into direct contact with 
conianrn:nts. 

q. Workers or other legitimate visitors 
may come into direct contact with 
contaminants. 

r. Institutional restrictions are necessary 
because ci" the site's contamination (for 
example, a deed restriction limits the 
property to industrial use or a legal limit 
is placed on well depth). 

1 s. Residents/community have concerns 
about contamination or potential health 
effects ca.sed by this site. 

/ 

i / 

/ 

/ 

= ^ ^ s , ^ ^, 1 



EPA activity at the site Site risk 

8. Has EPA ;verseen or funded any of the 
follov/ing activities at this site? (Check all that 
apply ) 

1. [ ] '.emoving waste from the site 

2. [ ] laking other interim actions to 

nitigate the site's contamination 

3. [ ] (constructing final cleanup 

4. I ] Other (Please specify.) 

Uf Mone of the above 
• -> Skip to Question 10. 

9. In what c ilendar year did the above site 
activities begin? (See previous question.) (Enter 
mo dii'iti.) 

19 

Stale/territd rial/tribal activity at site 

10. Has the state/territorial/tribal agency 
participated n evaluating and assessing this site 
(e.g., gathering information, hiring contractors)? 
(Check one.; 

1. [VS Ves 

2. [ ] No 

3. [ ] Don't know 

' 1 Has E-JK funded any assessment activities by 
Ihv state/.e-ritory/tribe at this site? (Check one.) 

1. [I/ ; Yes 

2. I. I No 

3. ' 1 Don't know 

12. Please rate the current risk to human health 
and the environment posed by this site. (Check 
one.) 

1. [ ] Very high risk 

2. [ ] High 

3. [ ] Average 

4. [ ] Low 

5. [ ] Very low risk 

6. [ ] Too early to tell/Need more 
information to answer 

7. [ H e Other (Please explain.) 

13. Please rate the potential risk to human 
health and the environment posed by this site if it 
is not cleaned up. (Check one.) 

1. [ ] Very high risk 

2. [ ] High 

3. [ ] Average 

4. [ ] Low 

5. [ ] Very low risk 

6. [ ] Too early to tell/Need more 
information to answer 

lYOil 1. [ t oo the r (Plea.^e explain.) 



Status of site cleanup FRF involvement at site 

14. As of September 30, 1997, will more cleanup 
bi; needed at this site to protect human health or 
the environment? (Check one.) 

1 [ ] Definitely yes 

2. [ ] Probably yes 

3. [ ] Uncertain 

4. [ ] Probably no 

'.'. [ ] Definitely no 

i;. [ ] Cannot say; depends on future spread 
of contamination 

',' [>/] Too early to tell/Need more 
information to answer 

8. [ J Other (Please explain.) 

16. If you expect participation by potentially 
responsible parties (PRPs) in this site's cleanup, 
under what program(s) would this activity occur?' 
(Check all that apply.) 

1. [ ] Do not expect PRP participation 

2. [ ] CERCLA after placement on NPL 

3. [ ] CERCLA without placement on 

NPL 

4. [ ] RCRA (including delegated to state) 

5. [ ] State/territorial/tribal program 

6- [ i ^ T o o early to tell/Need more 
information to answer 

7. [ ] Other (Please specify.) 

15. [; cleanup currently under way that will 
complete all remediation needed at this site to 
protect human health and the environment? 
(Check one.) 

1, [ ] Yes 

2. [ ] No 

3 [ ] Cleanup is under way but it is too 
early to tell if more will be needed 

4, '_ ] Other (Please explain.) 

17. Which one of the following best describes 
involvement of PRPs at this site? (Check one.) 

1. [ ] No PRP likely (orphan site, etc.) 

2. [ ] PRP(s) identified, but viability is 
uncertain 

3. [ j rr\P(s) identified, but cooperation is 
uncertain 

4. [ ] PRP(s) will participate in site's 
cleanup, but extent of participation 
uncertain 

5. [ ] PRP(s) likely to clean up all or 
almost all of site's contamination 

6. [ ] PRP(s) have already begun final 
cleanup and are expected to fund all 
or almost all of it 

7. [ uf I Too early to tell/Need more 
information to answer 

8. [ ] Other (Please specify.) 



opinions i>ri site's placement on NPL 

18. Considering EPA records and your 
professional opinion, will this site eventually be 
placed on ih; NPL? (Check one.) 

Definitely yes 

i'robably yes 

Uncertain 

I'robably no 

Definitely no 

3. [ 

4. I 

5 [ 

6. [ Contamination no longer qualifies site 
for placement on the NPL 

7. [ i.f' loo eariy to tell/Need more 
information to answer 

8. [ I (;ther (Please explain.) 

19. In your professional opinion, which one of 
the following seems to be the most likely 
outcome for this site? (Check only one.) 

1. [ ] Cleanup as an NPL site 

2. [ ] No NPL listing, but EPA conducts 
or oversees cleanup (RCRA, 
removal, etc.) 

3. [ ] No NPL listing, but the state/ 
territory/tribe conducts or oversees 
cleanup (enforcement, voluntary 
cleanup, state-funded cleanup, etc.) 

4. [ ] No cleanup conducted because not 
needed to protect human health and 
the environment 

5. [ ] Further cleanup actio;n is needed, but 
will not be conducted (due to 
limited resources, other priorities, 
etc.). 

6. [ i^y^oo early to tell/Need more 
information to answer 

7. [ ] Other (Please describe.) 



20. In your opinion, to what extent does each of the following statements currently explain why this site has not 
.li/cady beer proposed for the NPL? (Check one for each row.) 

(Check one for each row.) 

i. We consider the state/territorial/tribal program to 
lave the leac for the site. 

T. The state/territory/tribe told EPA that it plans to 
conduct or oversee cleanup. 

1.-. The staie'-.erritor>'/tribe is already conducting or 
overseeing further cleanup or assessment. 

d. State/tsTnory/tribe is waiting for resources to 
proceed with cleanup/further assessment. 

'l e. We are waiting for the state/territory/tribe to 
provide necessary information. 

f. EPA s assessment resources are limited. 

g. EPA's resciurces for placing sites on the NPL are 
1 inited. 

h. EPA's cleanup resources are limited. 

i. The sta:e/tc rritory/tribe is opposing inclusion on 
the NPL. 

j . The local government/community is opposing 
inclusion on the NPL. 

k We expect the site to be deferred to RCRA. 

1. Our removcl program is working on the site. 

m. We are uniting for a federal agency (as PRP) to 
provide necessary information. 

n. We need tc collect more information on the 
ciiiTent risk at this site. 

0. Site is awaiting expanded site inspection (ESI). 

p. Site is undergoing ESI. 

q Hazardous -anking system (HRS) package 
preparation is underway. 

r. Placing site on NPL is low priority because 
ccntiniination does not currently threaten humans or 
the en*'ir:)nme't. 

s. V/e are wailing for a letter from the governor 
supporting placement on the NPL. 

Major 
factor 

(1) 

^ 

y 

Moderate 
factor 

(2) 

Minor 
factor 

(3) 

Not a 
factor 

(4) 

u " 

; / 

l ^ 

No basis 
to judge 

( 5 ^ 

^ 

{ / 

^ ' 

/ 

^ 

y 
i / 

{y 

y 

y 

^ 

y 

y 

.y 



21- For each contaminant listed below, please indicate the media in which it is present at this site, according to 
the site inspection records. For the contaminants that are not present or not assessed, check box 1, "Contaminant 
noi present/noi assessed." (Check all that apply.) 

M. MetaU 

h. Pesticide; 

. . VOCs 

d. SVOC> 

e, PCBs 

(. Dio;<in 

,̂ Other 

(0 
Contaminant 
not present/ 
no! assessed 

(2) 

Air 

(3) 

Soil 

L-^ 

y 
y 
L ^ 

l / 

(4) 

Groundwater 

y 
^ 

i ^ 

ŷ 
y 

(5) 
Surface 
water 

(6i 
Other (incl. 
sediment, 

biota) 

^ 

ly 

^ 

^ 

l y 

Abbreviations 

VOCs - '.olatil: organic compounds 
SViiCs - seirivolatile organic compounds 
rcBs -- polychlorinated biphenyls 



22. What is the approximate calendar year of the 
most recent information that you used to answer 
this survey'' (Check one.) 

1. [ ] 1990oreariier 

2. [ ] 1991 

3. [ ] 1992 

4. [ ] 1993 

5. [ 1 1994 

6. [L'l 1995 

7. [ 1 1996 

8. [ I 1997 

9. [ ] Other (Please explain.) 

24. Tliank you for your assistance with this 
survey. You may use the space below to add 
comments. 

23. Please eonsider the information sources that 
you used to complete this survey and indicate the 
category be ow that most closely fits your 
situation, iCheck one.) 

1. [V' ] Used site records only; have no other 
experience with this site 

2. [ ] Used my own knowledge of this site 
an ' ':'e records as needed 

3. [ ] Other (Please e.xplain.) 

10 




